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I know nothing of the requirements of the military, but
they can never be allowed to supersede national or huma-
nitarian considerations which the nation may have ac-
cepted. The military must thus be an arm of the dominant
civil power, not its substitute. The Government of India
will considerably ease the situation and allay anxiety by
declaring in unequivocal terms that they will not apply,
if the occasion ever arise, the scorched earth policy to
India, especial regard being had to her peculiar position.
Sevagram, 16-3-'42
Harijan, 22-3-1942
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SCORCHED EARTH
Thus writes a correspondent on my article 'Scorched
Earth' in Harijan:
"In your article headed 'Scorched Earth* appearing in Harijan
of the 22nd March you say as follows:
6 As a war resister my answer can only be one. I see neither
bravery nor sacrifice in destroying life or property for offence or
defence. I would far rather leave, if I must, my crops and home-
stead for the enemy to 'use than destroy them for the sake of prevent-
ing their use by him. There is reason, sacrifice and even bravery
in so leaving my homestead and crops, if I do so not out of fear
but because I refuse to regard anyone as my enemy—that is, out
of a humanitarian motive.'
Firstly, although I do not. approve of the violence which
characterized Russia's resistance, I am of the view that there is
great bravery and sacrifice in the scorched earth policy which they
are adopting to resist the invader. I cannot, therefore, understand
your saying that there is neither bravery nor sacrifice in destroying
property for defence. Secondly, although you ask people to resist
the invader, you would prefer them to leave their crops and home-
stead for the invader to use, not out of fear but out of a humanitarian
motive. I cannot understand how this can be reconciled with your
teaching of resistance to evil. I think that non-violent resistance
to the invader demands it of me that I should prevent anything

